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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on May 15, 2008 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 
This Action is in response to applicant's amendment filed on May 15, 2008. Claims 1- 
13, and 18-24 are now pending in the present application. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-13, and 18-24 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims 
was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point 
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out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time 
a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-8, 12, 13, and 18-24 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lindgren et al. (US Patent 6,411,632 B2, hereinafter Lindgren) in view of Singhal et al. 
(US PGPUB 2003/0041175 A2, hereinafter Singhal) and further in view of McKeeth (US 
Patent 7,188,175 Bl). 

Consider claim 1 (and similarly applied to claim 19). Lindgren discloses an 
arrangement for a wireless connection of terminal devices to a communication system (abstract), 
comprising: 

a data packet network for the transmission of data packets using network addresses valid 
within the network (column 4 lines 10-25, 38-41, read as TCP/IP network with the network hub, 
which includes an IP address for communications using the TCP/IP protocol); 

a transition device coupled to the data packet network, the transition device comprises a 
mobile device that is serviced by the transition device and a coupling table, the mobile device 
locates a terminal device within range of the mobile device, the coupling table includes an 
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address of the located terminal device (column 4 lines 42-45, read as the network hub further 
includes a translation table for storing the mobile identification numbers (MIN) of mobile 
stations being serviced by a wireless office interconnected with the network hub); 

a server coupled to the data packet network for controls connections to the terminal 
device and controls roaming for the terminal device, the server includes an allocation table 
(column 4 lines 38-41, 47-52, read as the network, hub includes an IP address for 
communications using the TCP/IP protocol and a signal point code (address) for communications 
with respect to the SS7 protocol. There is also a translation table that enables the location of 
mobile stations according to the IP address of its serving wireless office and a network table 
addressing table, includes a listing of all nodes and signaling point codes (addresses) within the 
public access network); and 

a packet-based alignment protocol for the dynamic alignment of the allocation table with 
the coupling table (column 4 lines 34-38, 45-47, read as the conversion between transportation of 
the IS-41 messages by the SS7 protocol or the TCP/IP protocol is performed by processing 
means within the network hub and enables interconnection of the public network to the wireless 
offices. It is also discloses that associated with the stored MIN are the IP address of the wireless 
office in which a mobile station is registered). 

Singhal substantially discloses the claimed invention but fails to teach that the transition 
device comprises a short-range radio module and a coupling table (Lindgren discloses a mobile 
station that is coupled to a wireless office, which in turn is coupled to network hub). 

However, Singhal teaches that the transition device comprises a short-range radio module 
and a coupling table (paragraph 28, read as short range access points that use a routing 
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coordinator that maintains a plurality of connection table records and wherein a plurality of 
Home Agent Masqueraders (HAMs) and Foreign Agent Masqueraders (FAMs) communicate 
with the routing coordinator). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Singhal into the invention of Lindgren 
in order to ensure that client data connections are preserved as the client travels throughout the 
short-range wireless network environment (paragraph 28). 

In addition, Lindgren and Singhal fail to explicitly teach comprising for each transition 
device: an aligned copy of the coupling tabic and a network address for the respective transition 
device such that the address is associated with the copied table and wherein via the alignment 
protocol a content of the coupling table is transmitted to the server to dynamically update the 
allocation table thereby aligning the copy of the coupling table in the allocation table. 

However, McKeeth discloses comprising for each transition device: an aligned copy of 
the coupling table and a network address for the respective transition device such that the address 
is associated with the copied table and wherein via the alignment protocol a content of the 
coupling table is transmitted to the server to dynamically update the allocation table thereby 
aligning the copy of the coupling table in the allocation table (column 5 lines 39-50, read as to 
maintain a current list of IP addresses, the server 230 periodically establishes a link with one or 
more other DNS servers to acquire a copy of an up-to-date list of IP addresses or to check that an 
existing list has not changed). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of McKeeth into the invention of 
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Lindgren and Singhal in order to ensure that the server has an up-to-date list of IP addresses as 
topology of the Internet changes (column 5 lines 39-50). 

Consider claim 2 and as applied to claim 1. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein the data packet network is realized by a network based on an Internet protocol 
(Lindgren; column 2 lines 15-19). 

Consider claim 3 and as applied to claim 1. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein the transition device further comprises a translator for translation between a network 
protocol used in the data packet network and a protocol specific to the short-range radio module 
(Lindgren; column 5 lines 45-51, Singhal; paragraph 28). 

Consider claim 4 and as applied to claim 3. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein the translator further comprises a detection unit for detecting, by means of the network 
protocol used, which terminal device-specific application a connection to a terminal device is 
allocated to, in order to be able to perform an application-specific protocol conversion 
accordingly (Lindgren; column 4 lines 42-56). 

Consider claim 5 and as applied to claim 3. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein the protocol specific to a radio module having a specific voice interface and a specific 
data interface (Lindgren; column 3 lines 22-34). 

Consider claim 6 and as applied to claim 1. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein the a short-range radio module is based on an 802.15.1 standard (Singhal; paragraph 45, 
claim 5). 
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Consider claim 7 and as applied to claim 1. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein the allocation table is for determining a momentary location of a particular terminal 
(Lindgren; column 4 lines 42-56). 

Consider claim 8 and as applied to claim 1. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein a gateway device is coupled to the data packet network for coupling the data packet to a 
forwarding communication network (Lindgren; column 2 lines 20-30). 

Consider claim 12 and as applied to claim 2. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
the transition device comprises a translator for translation between a network protocol used in the 
data packet network and a protocol specific to a radio module (Lindgren; column 4 lines 42-56). 

Consider claim 13 and as applied to claim 4. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein the protocol specific to a radio module having a specific voice interface and a specific 
data interface (Lindgren; column 3 lines 22-34). 

Consider claim 18 and as applied to claim 4. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
wherein the address of the detected terminal is a telephone number (Lindgren; column 4 lines 34- 
38, 45-47). 

Consider claim 20 and as applied to claim 19. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth 
disclose wherein the address of the detected terminal is a telephone number (Lindgren; column 4 
lines 34-38, 45-47). 

Consider claim 21 and as applied to claim 19. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth 
disclose wherein the address of the detected terminal is an e-mail address (McKeeth; column 4 
lines 21-37). 
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Consider claim 22 and as applied to claim 19. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth 
disclose wherein the address of the detected terminal is an universal resource locator (McKeeth; 
column 4 lines 21-37). 

Consider claim 23 and as applied to claim 19. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth 
disclose wherein the address of the detected terminal is an Internet Protocol address (Lindgren; 
column 4 lines 34-38, 45-47). 

Consider claim 24 and as applied to claim 19. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth 
disclose wherein the address of the gateway is an Internet Protocol address (Lindgren; column 4 
lines 34-38, 45-47). 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lindgren et al. (US 
Patent 6,411,632 B2) in view of Singhal et al. (US PGPUB 2003/0041175 A2, hereinafter 
Singhal) in view of McKeeth (US Patent 7,188,175 Bl) and further in view of Rautiola et al. 
(US Patent 6,853,851 Bl, hereinafter Rautiola). 

Consider claim 9 and as applied to claim 1. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
the claimed invention but fail to disclose a headset as a terminal device for voice connection. 

However, Rautiola discloses a headset as a terminal device for voice connection (column 
12 line 61 - column 13 line 13). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Rautiola into the invention of 
Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth in order to allow a user to use a lightweight terminal (column 3 
lines 51-59). 
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Claims 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lindgren et al. (US Patent 6,411,632 B2) in view of Singhal et al. (US PGPUB 2003/0041175 
A2, hereinafter Singhal) in view of McKeeth (US Patent 7,188,175 Bl) and further in view of 
Bishop et al. (US Patent 6,850,512 Bl, hereinafter Bishop). 

Consider claim 10 and as applied to claim 1. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
the claimed invention but fail to disclose a PDA (Personal Digital Assistant) as a terminal device 
for data connections. 

However, Bishop discloses a PDA (Personal Digital Assistant) as a terminal device for 
data connections (column 4 lines 10-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Bishop into the invention of Lindgren, 
Singhal, and McKeeth in order to give the user the flexibility of a portable or laptop computer 
(column 4 lines 10-26). 

Consider claim 11 and as applied to claim 1. Lindgren, Singhal, and McKeeth disclose 
the claimed invention but fail to disclose a PDA (Personal Digital Assistant) as a terminal device 
for entering destination addresses for outgoing connections and for initiating those connections. 

However, Bishop discloses a PDA (Personal Digital Assistant) as a terminal device for 
entering destination addresses for outgoing connections and for initiating those connections 
(column 4 lines 10-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Bishop into the invention of Lindgren, 
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Singhal, and McKeeth in order to be able to convert to a format suitable for transmission so that 
information can be transmitted (column 4 lines 10-26) 

Conclusion 

Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Christopher M. Brandt whose telephone number is (571) 270-1098. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30a.m. to 5p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on (571) 272-7495. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. 



Christopher M. Brandt 
C.M.B./cmb 
August 3, 2008 

/George Eng/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



